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Distinguished members of the Financial Committee:  

My name is Richard Souza.  I am from East Hartford.   I am testifying today, February 
22, 2023, in opposition to:

H.B. No. 5653 An Act Establishing An Excise Tax On Ammunition To Provide 
Funding for Community Gun Violence and Intervention

Our Second Amendment is the heart and soul of the US Constitution.  It is 
“necessary to the security of a free State”.  Without it, Americans would not be a free 
people.  But there are some in our state government who think the Second Amendment 
was a mistake.  These people have an agenda, and that agenda is to disarm us.  But after 
spending 8 years killing the people in their own tyrannical government, the framers of 
our Constitution knew what they were doing.  They foresaw people like them, because 
the British Empire had tried to seize the firearms of the Militia at Concord, MA on April 
19, 1775.  That is specifically why they wrote the Second Amendment.  Because they 
knew that while technology might advance, the nature of people in government would 
not.  Americans can’t be prohibited from “keeping and bearing arms”, so now some 
legislators are  trying to make firearm practice so expensive that the Militia can’t be “well
regulated”. 

This state government knows it would have a hard time banning any more 
firearms.  It has already banned all the low hanging fruit.  Further bans on common 
sporting arms and self defense firearms would unite all firearm owners in this state 
against them, a significant voting bloc.  But now there are some legislators concentrating 
on banning ammunition by making it prohibitively expensive, since firearms without 
ammunition are essentially useless.

This is the third time I’ve seen this bill proposed in one form or another by Rep. 
Gilchrest and her cadre.  The first time, it was a blanket 50% tax on all ammunition.  The 
next time, it was a 35% tax on all ammunition.  Now she is asking for a 2¢ tax per round 
for rounds .22 caliber and less and 5¢ tax per round for all other calibers to fund gun 
violence prevention and intervention programs.  As of February 19, 2023, the going rate 
for common .22LR rounds is about  8¢ to 10¢ per round.  So this bill will add a 20% to 
25% tax on .22LR rounds.

So far, our elected officials haven’t collectively violated their Article VI oath to 
uphold and preserve the US Constitution and met the Article III, section III definition of 
treason for a 50% or 35% tax.  But now it’s only 20%.  We will know by their votes on 
this bill which of them stands with us and which of them stands with the enemies of our 
country.  We will know just how low that tax has to be before some will sell out their 
countrymen for a few extra coins.

.22 LR rimfire rounds is what people practice with at the gun range. One can 
easily expend 200 rounds in an afternoon.  Most of us cannot afford to fire 200 round 
of .45ACP 230 grain FMJ practice ammo that is currently (February 19. 2023) at about 
40¢ to 60¢ per round ($80 to $120) plus a box of 50 self defense rounds, currently 
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ranging from $1 to $3 per round ($50 to $150), every time we go to the range. Bear in 
mind that these are current prices.  During the pandemic, we saw prices increase from 
three to five times what they were before the pandemic.  9 mm 115 grain FMJ practice 
ammo went from 15¢ a round to 80¢ a round!  I saw no .45 ACP ammunition for over a 
year.  .22LR ammo during the pandemic was at least 25¢ per round, if you could find it!

Consider also that .22LR is what newcomers to firearms, especially children, start 
out with at the firearm range.  In the interest of safety, I certainly want newcomers, 
especially children, to be well trained with light recoiling .22LR before moving on to the 
higher calibers.

We are only just coming out of an ammunition shortage that lasted about two and 
a half to three years.  Some of that was because the COVID pandemic shut down 
ammunition factories.  It was also because there has been an extraordinary increase in the
number of new firearm owners as people saw that democrat led “defund the police” 
campaigns actually resulted in fewer police officers in their communities. 

Proficiency with firearms is a perishable skill; either do it or lose it, and training 
has become very expensive.  Years ago, when I was a Boy Scout, we bought military 
surplus .30-06 Garand rifle rounds for peanuts.  But prices started to rise.  In the 1990s, 
military surplus Garand rounds and 7.62 NATO rounds were 21¢ and 16¢ per round, 
respectively.  As of February 19. 2023, they’re at least $1.20 and 80¢ apiece, when you 
can find them.  Initial training with a rifle requires thousands of rounds, and thousands of 
rounds are required yearly thereafter to retain skill.  That translates into thousands of 
dollars per year.  Increasing ammo costs has already decreased the amount of training we 
can afford to do.  Additional taxes will decrease it even more.  We who train this way do 
it out of a love for our country.  We’ve seen what happens to civilians when their country 
is invaded.  We do it to ensure that we will never be forced to watch an enemy bayonet 
our children before our eyes, and we also know that many do not want to accept this 
responsibility.  That is their choice.

But the people I really worry about are the extremely poor.  These are the people 
who live in really bad neighborhoods and who can barely afford to buy a firearm for 
protection and to pay all the fees associated with getting firearm permits in this state.  
How will they buy ammunition after you add this tax?  And let’s be blunt here.  A 
disproportionate number of these poor people who live in the inner cities are people of 
color.  Who but a racist would support such a tax?  The rich firearm owners of CT, 
who are mostly not people of color, won’t be affected by this tax.  They have the means 
to pay it.  But for the poor, the cost of one box of ammunition could literally make the 
difference between their families surviving a home invasion, or not.

As for the majority of middle class gun owners, who comprise the largest 
population of gun owners in CT, I think it’s a safe bet that if you pass this bill, they will 
not buy another box of ammunition in this state.  They will go to NH, VT, ME or PA with
the money that they earned in CT jobs and pay cash to buy ammunition in bulk in these 
other states.  They’ll plan vacations in states that don’t have these draconian laws.  
They’ll buy a year’s worth of ammunition at a time, and with the sales taxes that those 
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other states collect, those states will be better able to balance their budgets, while here in 
CT, you won’t even be collecting the sales taxes that you were getting before this onerous
legislation.  You think I’m wrong?  Do you remember what happened when you doubled 
the fees for camping in state parks or when you doubled the fees for hunting in CT?  
What happened to your revenue streams then?  

Gun stores in other states will start placing advertisements in the Hartford 
Courant, much the same way that MA liquor stores do now.  Then, of course, there are the
stores that will have to close here because of reduced ammunition sales and the people 
who will be unemployed as a result of this tax.  I think that’s called unintended 
consequences, and it’s not a new thing in Connecticut.  

Be prepared to see the revenue stream you are presently getting on 
ammunition sales dry up once this bill becomes law.


